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ILLINOIS

14

tivN

-
desdr!ptkve r pqrt of K-12 sdhool.districts in Iwl l inois

enrolling 900 students dr 1.ess compared td nationwide research findings

P
fqr.rural- school-districts of similiar size. Thirty districts were

surveyed in IllinoiS; 642 districts were surveyed in'the national study.:

The study gathered data related ..to the, rural. ,di strict, the school'.

superankendent, the teachers, school programs, and student performance.

Data was -qollect'ed durMg the 198285 school year
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A REPORT OF'SMALL/RURAL SCHOOL DISTRICTS'IN ILLINOIS
COMPARED TO SCHOOL DWRICTS OF SIMILAR SIZE NATIONWIDE

-, by
Bruce 0.-Barker and Ivan D. Muse

INTRODUCTION

Until recently, comparatively feseeducators have taken an inter6st in the-

strengths and :challenges of America's small/rural .schools, despite the fact,

that, almost oriethi d of America's .youngsters

rural (REA. News, 1982). -., With the decline- in school consolidation and the

-current population shift to non7mptropolitan areas (Beal, \1975),_, e

schools claasifiedl as

clearly evident that rural schools will cont n e to play.a significant'-role

in the future educational development of a large= segmetit of ours society.

Currently, very . little 'data ± are available aboUt rural Schtiol systems in our

society. This. is particularly.true of K-12 systems enrolling less than 1,00,0

students (Nachtigal, 1979).

The purp

'

of this report-s to present major findings _ K-12 rural

school districts in Illinois with those of a nationwide, study completed by

Barker (1983i, in which descriptive data were collected on 4-12 and/or 112

rural school systems enrolling 900 students less. The -finding were

gathered during the 1982-83 academic year,

METHOD

Using the Education Directory, Fall 1980: Local Education Agencies as

a.-r6ference 'a hand count was made of all K-12 and 1-12 public' school

distiicts in the United States which enroll 900 students or less. Of the

nation's 15,601 i77.1blic districts, 4,125 (26.4. percent) were identified as

qualifying K -12 or 1-12 systems. In Illinois, 221 qualifying districts Were

identified. These districts represented 22.4 percent of the state's 985



operating public school

Questionnaires- w

districts in the mati

64 districts (78.-

districts in Illinoi

posed questionS

teachers, school prop--

st,ach

tilled 121,570 studen

arintendents of. 816 randomly selected

_detect' quest onnairet qke returned from

same questionnaire, was mailed, 36
- _

_vespOnded (83. 'percent) . The questionnaire_

Aral district,' the school_superintendent, the

J.udent performance.

FINDINGS

A comparisOn of the' major findings in Illinois with those of 'the national
_

study are reported in Table,l.'

- _
CONCLUSION

Illinois"is jone of he laading states in he nation-in relation to the

f rural districts which make up' the state's public school system: it is

clearly evident that the operation and management of the small /rural, district

Poses Challenges and rewarda, in many ways, uniquely'diff refit from those of -a
, ..

large urban district, and even many larger rural districts. It' is hoped that
.

the informatio4 presented herein will,assist Illinois educators, and others

interested in education, more. kn_ ledgeably enhance the strengths and

address the needs of the small/rural districts within -the state.



TABLE 1--

COMPARISON OP.-RESEARCH FINDINGS. ON K-12 PUBLIC SCHOOL DISTRICTS IN ILLINOIS
AND THOSE-ATIONWIDE, NG STUDENTS OR LESS. 1983.:

Variable Illinois Nation

The al Lis lc

1. Average student enrollment per district
2. Avera e number of schools pe&,distript
3. Average student enrollment per school
4. Average g6ographical size of district in

,square miles 00.

5. Percent of student's bussed to school
6, Mean farthest one-way distance students

bussed (miles)
7. Percent of districts reporting receipt

state aid or funding for small school
districts.

8. Average dollar amount of last bond issue
9: Percent of districts passing last bond issue
10 Percent of districts reporting declining

enrollments

The Superintendent

1.* Average age of superintendent
Percent of sUperintendents'holding
master's as highest degree
Percent of-superintendents holding Ed.
Specialist degree
Percent of superintendents holding
doctorat4 degree
Average tenure' as superintendent.Ayears1
Percent of superintendents reporting annudl
salary in excess of $35,000
Percent of fu11t0e-'SUperintendents
Percent of superintendent/principal
combinations

'9 Percent'of-superintendents who worked
for district prior to appointment as
supe rintendent

The Teache

1. Average number 6f elembntary teache in
district -

2. Average number of secondary teachers in
district

3. Average teacher /student 'ratio`
'4. Percent teacher ,5urnover (19827831
5. Mean beginning teacher salary (1982-83)
6. Mean top teacher salary (1982183)
7. Mean Current teacher salary-(1962-.83)-

489
2.1

258.7

101
60.3

12.7

0

$543,006
79.3

50.0

'47.3

23.3

63.3

13.3
9.4

-56.7
76.7

23.3

50.0.

17.1

16.7
1:14.5

5.7
$12,567
$21,163
$16,826

,436

2.4'
186.5

245
64.4

19.0

24.2
$715,.000

87.5

47.1

_55.4

31.5

-13.1
.=

'8.5

37.4-

75.8

20.9

29.4

14.4

15.7
1:14.5

8.6
$12;482,
$20,506
$16,37/-*



Tabl 1 (Continued),

Variable Illinois

erage_n e of "
salary schedule .'
Average number of different subject prepar--
etiona for secondary teachers:

to reach-top ot--

Student Performance

1. Mean nu?gber of gradnattn
2J Percent' c4,qradulating seniors recognized as

Natibeal Merit;ExLm Finalists
Percent of graduating seniors achieving

,scores of 25 or above on erican College
Test, (ACT Exam)

Percent of graduating seniors achieving.
Sors4bf 100 or abbve on Scholastic
Aptitude Tpst (SAT Exam)

. 'Percent of gradating Seniors going on to
'college
Percent of 'graduating-seniors going to
technical school

'Scot grograms

Percent of districts eXploying either full or
part-time, the flowing resource personnel:

Special Education
School Counselor
School Psychologist ,

School Nurse`
Librarian/Media Spdcialist 4-
Adult Education Direc r
community Education Director
Vocational Education Director

2. Percent of districts offering the-following
sports programs:

Football,-
Basketball
Baseball,
Softball
Volleyball
Cross Country Track
Soccer.
Wrastfing.
Track .and Field
Golf
Tennis ,
Swimming
Gymnetics

15.6

3.8

42.8

1.7

9.2

0.9

37.3

'10.8

86.7
96.7
53.3
53.3
96.7
10.0
3.3

.33.3

51.7
100

65.5
44.8
96.5
31.0
6.9

13.8
72.4

0

o

Nation`

14,5

7.5

86,6
79A
33,8.

45.;
80.9
22.0
7.8
22.0

69.2
100.4

55.4
37,1

#65.7
23.3
7.0

25.2
78'.7

22.4
16.3
3.2
5,9



3.

Table 1 (con_ nue

Variable Illinoi- .Nation

Percent. of districts offering the folloying
courses as a part of their curriculum:

Spanish 64.3 41.8
German' 10.7 9.7
French 28.6 _ 18.9
Calculus 46.6 35.9
Chemistry 82.1 79.4
Computer ;Science 67.9 60,3
Electronics' 25.0 13.0
Vocationdl Agriculture 85.7 63.1
Physics 85.7 67.7
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